





Gospel 





ghera 








—— 





« PEAR NOT; FOR BEHOLD, I BRING YOU GOOD TIDINGS OF GREAT JOY, WHICH SHALL 6B TO ALL PEOPLE. 


_-— SE 











PUBLISHED EVERY OTHER SATURDAY. EDITED BY HENRY FITZ, 


Se 





VOL. VIL. 





NEW-YORK, SATURDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1828, NO. 16, 





From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 
YRIENDLY LETTERS TO A CANDIDATE 
FOR THE MINISTRY. 

Dear Sir,—I pause in the course which I pur- 
posed to pursue, that the remarks in your last epistle 
may receive the most prompt attention. You 
object—not to any sins of commission found in m) 
first Letter, but to errors of omission; and have 
dwelt with so much pathos on the use of water bap- 
tism, that one might judge by your earnestness, that 
immersion in water is not only a pre-requisite to 
Christian communion, but an absolute sine qua non 
in the article of salvation. To the substance oi 
your statements and authorities I shall now give all 
due attention. I shall, however, mtroduce the 
investigation by some preliminary observations, 
which, though not coming diectly into the argu- 
ment at issue between us, may nevertheless be per- 
tinent in this place, and claum some share of ou 
attention. 

In the first place, admitting water baptism to be 
18 important as you esteem it, what is the mode, 
who shall perform it, and on whom shall wt be con- 
ferred? Is it merely ay initiating ceremony into a 
church of believers, or has it power to purity the 
soul from the pollution of sin, as it cleanses the 
body trom outward defilement? Or, secondly, is a 
repetition necessary to its ultimaie purpuse, or is 
trine immersion,as has been largely practised,imipor- 
tant to its validity? Or, thirdly, ave those who are 
submitted, or who submit themselves to this rite, 
thereby regenerated, as is maintained by Catholics 
and Episcopalians ¢ Or, tourthiy, does it, as was tor- 
merly held in defence of infant baptism, cleanse 
from the fall, so cailed, or the taint of original and 
jubred depravity ? Task these questions, not because 
1 am ignorant of your views on the subject, but to 
hint ata few of the strange notions which have been 
attached to this rite by co-existing sects and nations, 
as well as by those who have been separated by ages, 
and whose views have necessarily varied through 
the force of circumstances, and the great disparity in 
their respective means of information, To your 
better judgment I now leave these queries, with the 
single reflection, that tle prevalence of a senti 
ment bas no more necessary connexion with its 
truth, than have the clashing decisions of Popes 
and Ecclesiastical Councils. But to leave this 
Jigression— 

We agree in the statement, not only that Jesus 
Christ was immersed in water, but that his imaredi- 
aie disciples practised the rite on others. I am 
well persuaded, however, that your powers would 
be tasked to their €Xteut, in proving your assertion, 


that water baptisin was administered to all his dis- 
ciples—that it was a necessary pre-requisite to com- 
‘nunion—or that in any instance belore his c.nei- 
fixion, or in the grand and final commission to bis 
hsciples, Christ gaye them «authovity for this pur- 
pose, 

Having conceded the point as to the practice of 
Jesus and his immediate followers, vou may wish to 
leara on What ground IT now deny the validity of 
this rite as a posiuve institution in the Chriscan 
church. My reasons are at your service, and sball 
be given with as much method and plammess as iny 
limited time will permut, 

1. We find no direction from our Master of this 
unport. The commission given to tus disciples, 
Matt. x. does not contain a syllable on this (opie, 
as has lately been conceded by a Baptist vub- 
lreation in this city. The omission is the more 
remarkable, as they were directed to preach as did 
the forerunner of Messiai, The kingdom of heaven 
isat hand. Nor have we any evidence, or even 
intimation, that Jesus baptized with water, nor thus 
commanded his disciples; while we have pt cary 
testimony that he did not do either, Should you 
object, that nevertheless, the disciples did thus prac- 
use, the objection can have but little weight with 
any, and ought to baye none, with those wii so 
strougly contend for immersion i water as a posi- 
uye ordinance. That Jesus submitted to the rite, is 
no more proot that the practice Was to be perpetua- 
ted in his church, than that the ceremony of cir- 
cumcisiou, to which he also submitted, was to con- 
tinue as a symbol in the gospel dispensation. [am 
sustained by apostolic authority in asserting, that 
water baptism bas no pre-eminence over ciucum- 
cision, eXcepting that itis a brighter figure, as being 
nearer the opening of the gospel dispensation, to 
which both bad reference, To justify what has 
been said on this poiut, read the testimony of Paul, 
Gal. v. 2. where he says, that those who ate curcum- 
cised shall profit nothing by Christ; and yet ihe 
same apostle cir ameised Timothy, ov account of 
the prejudices of the Jews. [np 1 Cor, i, 144—16 the 
same apostle enumerates the fewwhom he had bap- 
tized, thankiag God that he had baptized no more, 
for which he gives the following conclusive reason 5 
“For Christ sent me not to baptize, but to preach 
the gospel.” Linquire now, with considerable coms 
fidence—If baptisu by water were an iniportang 
seal of adimission inte the brotherhood of Chyris- 
tians, and the apostle obtained his knowledge of 
the gosple dispensation “by the revelation of Jesus 
Christ,”"—why was this important and positive instis 





iution entirely emitted, or utterly disregarded ?-e Bug 
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~~ 
lt th a a as 


when we relies ct on th: 


this faithful 


ovr stliprise increases, 


field 
of the er 


IMme-e in Which and fearless 


champion ss laboured, and the extraor- 
dinary suecess of his ministry. 

We have seen that this apostle practised both 
circumesion and immersion in water, and that he 
disapproves both as being entirely beyond his com 
mission. Can anv man be led to conclude that this 
crucified Master would 


Let 


and the apalling cata- 


undaunted defender of a 
shuy to declare or to perform a known duty ? 
the stripes, imprisonments, 
logue of calamities which he suffered even to cruci- 
fixion, testily. 

The baptism of John in water was a lively 
baptism 


type and immediate precursor of Chirist’s 


in the Spnit, but a very different baptism, as shall 
be presentiy manifested. You 
med as fact that these two form but one baptism : 
on what let 


Water baptism was still considered as belonging to 


have indeed assu- 


authority, the scriptures determine. 


John’s particular dispensation, and called by tis 
it. That 
the introduction of 
is evident by Acts xviii. 24, 
of Apollos, it is that 
the things of the Lord, knowing 
isms of John. 


ist were one, 


name, when the apostles used 


this 
Chivist’s 


wiere, 


even 


was the fact, even aiter 


29, 


Naptism, 


speaking said, he 


taught diligently 
Now if the baptism of 
why call it aftes 


er than that of the 


only the bay 
John and that of Chr 
the name of the servant, rath 


Maste:i? Do 


cluston which is 


force in the con- 
But 


, 
anda 


vu not perceive a 
very difficult 
the text 
wid this intimation ts made certain 
2. Paul, 
certain disciples, said to them, “ Have ye received 
the Ho And they said 
unto bim, We have not so much as heard whethe: 
Holy 3 And he said unto 
Unto what thes e bap tized? And they 
4 Then said Paul, John 


baptism of repentance, 


to obviate 2 


the languave of intimates anothes 
better b. 


by 


iplisi, 


the context. In ch. xix. having met 


ly Spirit since ye believed ? 


there be any Spirit. 


them, ) were y 


Sal 1, ( nto John’s baptism. 


the 
that 
hin which was to come after him, that is, on Chios: 
Jésus, 9 When they Meara this, they 
zed in the name of the Lord Jesus.” 


verily doy tized with 


saying unto the people, they should believe in 


were baptr- 


ie inquiry 


is wow pertine nt—Did Paul re-baptize these, (abou 


twelve in wumber) with wafer? or did he baptiz: 


the 
Christ? lo short, was it an outward ceremony, au 


r) 


INTO name, or power, or doctrine, of Jesus 


immersion of the body in literal water, or was it the 
ol the 


If ut were the former, why repeat th: 


baptism of the Spirit, an imward unction 
Holy One? 
ceremony? If the latter, why should we stli cleave 
to the letler, which cangot profit, rather than to th: 
Spirit, which giveth tite? If necessity existed fo; 
another water baptism io succeed that of Jobn, how 


many repetitions of the ceremony are necessary to 





* The biundersof the translators in this quotation are s 
Rip able as to be discovered by a very slight investigator 

» one will dispute that the use of that uncouth, and no 
obsolete word, unto, twice used in the Sd verse, is the sani 
as that of in, employed in the Sth verse. All may not know 
however, that the same Greek word is used in each instance, 
which is an obvious fact, and that rts true sense is not give 
in either See a subsequent note en the word 
for furhter light ou this subject. 


instarce, 
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constitute the one baptism of which Paul eas 
Uphoiv. 5. and which no person of sound , 
will deny to be the beptism of the gospel “i 
Sation 7 

I come now more directly to the Proof of thi, 
position by a recurrence to the language of sc 
And let 
John, recorded in Matthew iii. Mark 


rare. us first listen to the testimony 
Luke 
and Joh i. 

“[ indeed baptize 
tanee ; but 
than I, whose shoes Lam unworthy 


you with WATER unto reve; 
he that cometh after me is mighric 
to bear ; he sh, 
baptize you with the Hoty Guosz, {Spirit} 
with FIRE.” 
water; but he {Jesus} shall baptize you 
Holy Ghost.’ 
alluding to Christ} shall baptize you with the 

Gihost, aud with fire.’—“And they asked him, 

said unto him, Why baptizest thou then, if thou i 
neither that 


—“T indeed have baptized you w, 
with tt 


‘“—* 1 imdeed baptize with water—; 


” 


not that Christ, nor Elias, prophet 


John answered them, saying, I baptize with wate; 
but there standeth one among you, whom ye knor 
not.—And | knew him not; but that he should ty 
made manifest to Israel, therefore am I come bapt 
And John bare 
saw the Spirit descending from heaven like a 

ind ital And T knew him not: 
he that sent me to baptize with water, the same 5 


zing with water. record, 


saving, 
ode upon him. 


unto me, Upon whom thou shalt see the S; 


descending and remaining on him, the same is he 
which BAPTIZETH With the Hoty Spirit.” 

T have quoted thus largely from the script 
that we may understand clearly the views of Jot 
is to his dispensation of water baptism, which he 
careful to distinguish trom that of Christ, which 
fenomiates the baptism of the Holy Spirit. It 
evident that the object of his mission was to } 
out Christ as the promised Messiah, the Shiloh, t 
God 


That this was so considered by him, a 


Lamb of who taketh away the sin of th 
world, 
that his dispensation was the close of the economy 
f shadows is obvious from his own confession- 
He must increase, but I must decrease. But the 
wordsof Christ relative to John and his mission 
are direct proof that John’s mission was only point 
ing lo .the wospe! dispensation, not 1n it. “For } 
say unto you, Among those that are born of wome: 
there is not a greater prophet than John the Baptist, 
vut he that 1s least in the kingdom of God, ts greate 
than he.” ‘To the same point was the preaching o! 
John—The kingdom of heaven is at hand. Shoul¢ 
vou object that the same is given in commission t 
uur Lord’s disciples, Matt. x. the reply shall be 
ziven in the words of scripture. John vii. “He 
that belicveth on me, as the scripgure hath said, out 
of his belly shall flow rivers of living water. But 
this spake he of the Spirit, which they that believe 
» him should receive: for the Holy Ghost was not 
yet given; BECAUSE THAT JESUS WAS NOT YET 
GLoRiFiep.” Hence, no follower of Christ, or 
»veliever on him, could properly be considered 
hen im the kingdom of God, or gospel dispen- 
sation. 

S$. I shal] endeavour to show in the third place 
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rat the passages which you have cited in mainte- 
hance of the tenet, that immersion In Water is 
Christian baptism, fall utterly short of your design. 
‘The first in order is Matthew xxviil. 19. “Go ye 
herefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in* 
the name of the Father, and of the Son, and ot 
the Holy Ghost.” 





* Should the translation, ‘in,’ from the Greek word, Eis, 
he admitted as correct, | see no reason for conceding, that, 
-aptezing ‘in the name,’ &c. authorizes any one to reduce 
these words into a mere form by calling them over the 

ecipient of water immersion I think not a vestige of tes 
=monvy can be exhibited, either that this was the (tention 
of the speaker, or scripture usage. When Jolin the Bapust, 
speaking of Christ, says, He shall baptize vou with the 
Holy Spirit, ts the most remote hint given, of his own or 
water baptism? Certainly not: nor does it ia any way inu- 
mate, that to baptize ‘ with’ the Spirit, is to call the name 
over those who were immersed in water. You perceive 
that [ object in aprevious note, to the transtation ‘imo’ end 
in, as he. ing neither consistent each with the other, nor 
with the rendering in other places, where the same Greek 
word is rendered ‘into.’ In the Greek of Grieshach, the 
question and answer, Acis xix. 3 stand thus Keg ra cur 
rtioterte; Into what were ye baptized? Eas ve swarys 
Bartisaa—Into John’s Baptism. And,v 5. it sai, they 
were bapuzed ga rs orogem into the name, &c, But to show, 


that the translators strove io put a false construction on 
these passages, relating to what they considered asa fornn- 
lary, it may be sufficient to quore one or two of many pus- 
ages, where they do thus reader it, without any assign able 
reason forthe variation, aside from their own prejudices, on 
the beck of a bigoted king, in the one case and thew ve- 
yard to propriety in the other, 1 Cor.1.xu. contains the 
word twice, and is rendered ‘into’ in each. 

The baptism of the Etheopian is frequently quoted as 
indubitable proof that ‘immersion’ was the bapticm used 
y Philip in fact, and that the terms tias used make this 
ertam. True, but the term ‘ inte the water,’ receives its 
whole force from Eis, the very word un fer comsiceration 
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To atte.upt the refutation of au opinion, before 
i { 


that opinion is understood, is foolise!y to darken 


counsel by words without hnowledge. y IE Pp res- 


son from the citation ts clearly this: (hat the disci 
ples Were to teach all nations —to baptize with or 
in water, usteg this form of words: LT haptize thee 
in the name of tue Father, and o: the Son, and of 
the Holy Giost. If this be its import, and it ean be 


’ 


made ubvious, eitherhy the foregoing, or any other 
passage of scripture, I shall submit to its suthority, 
publicly confess my former error, and ask for myself 
the performance of this rite. 

Let us carefully examine this commission. Are 
baptism in water, and baptism tn/o the name, &e. 
synonymous terms? No judicious man will pub- 
licly assert it. We see no authority for inserting 
water after baptism, and are not justified by the con- 
text in supposing that the least intention existed to 
have it so understood: nay, the passage in Mack 
xvi. 16—20, which is evidently aparallel text, fully 
refutes the conjecture. Herve again no element is 
mentioned, and it would be as correet ito say that ora. 
terial fire was intended, as material water, Bat the 
pronmuse in the 17:h and 18th vey shows what was 
the omission. In my Same shall (hey cast out 
demons, [not devils} MSc. And this idea perfectly 
corresponds with the characteristics of spiritual 
baptism, which ts la dGemoustration ot the Spirit, 
and of power. ‘“Thisis the baptism adaiimistered 
through the instrumentality of Paul, inthe passige 
already quotes mm the Acts, and as, Dam well per- 
suaded, the only baplism belonging to tie gospel 


lispensation, That atas thus to be understood is 





Now, renderthis * unto,” and where is your strength? Bat 
is the ‘form’ on which you place so much reliance found 
n the mouth of Philip? Ceriainly not. Thar * design 


s manifested in the transiaiors, is evident fiom the fact, 
thatin nearty, if wot in all the places where the term bap- | 
tize can be ‘tortured’ so a5 to lewd ove to suppose that 
water baptism is intended, though ihe baptisia ts most evi- 
gently ‘spiritual, the word is rendered * in’ of ‘unto,’ 
but in other places, the word is correctly ve ndered 

But now that 1 am on the subject, pernut me just to 
remark, that much has been said by Bapusts, relative to 
the word * Baptizo,’ which Urey staic, on good authority, as 
not being translated, but merely receiving au English ter- 
mination. They correctly inpute tris to the rufe laid down 
for ihe translators by king James. In proving that baptism 
is immersion, they allege tts use in places uncounected 
with baptism in water, as Chvist’s being * bapt zed,’ or * um- 
raersed, or ‘overwhelmed, in sufferings. Let their own 
wcknowledgment prove to them, that the term * baptize,’ 
has no more necessary connexion with water, than with 
‘fire,’ or the ‘ Spirit,’ or sufferings, all of which are thus 
-onnected with the scripture use of the word. It is indeed 
hoped, that their prejudices may in future be so far tem- 
pered by modesty, as to prevent them from representing 
Christian baptism, which is that of the Spirit, as one with, 
or a part of John’s baptism, which was administered several 

ars prior to the day of Pentecost, 

Direct Appeal.—tle shall save his people from their 
sins. How? By his mercy he saved us, by the washing 
of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Spirit, which 
he sted on us abundantly, through Jesus Christ our 
Lord. Whe hath saved us, and called us—Baptism doth 
NoW save ns—the answer of a good conscience, by the 
resurrection of Jesus Christ. He that believeth and is 
baptized, shall be saved. He that believeth on the Son, 
naTH eternal life. Is John’s baptism the washing ot re- 
ceneration—does or can it save from sin—or cleanse the 
conscience—or give Oue spiritual blessing? No. Was 
John a recipient of christian baptisin? No. Was he in 
the kingdom of Christ, or gospel dispensation? No. 
Does immersion in water then in any manver contribute 
to the baptism of the Spirit? No: For we read of those 
who were thus baptized witheut it. Is it enjoined by 
Christ? No. It is not then christian baptism, and those 
who thus consider it are looking for the living among 
e dead; they follow the shadow, but the body is of 

rist. 


made piam by i Cor. i. 14. and onward, written 
seven years afierthe passage in Acts, giving iior- 
mation of the baplisyn of about tierlve men by Paul. 
If these men were baptized in water al one time, 
the memory of Paul must imive been very treach- 
erous, while writing to the Cormotatans ii it he jad 
baptized but Crispus, Gaius, aud the household of 
Stephanus. 

Having seen that water baptism was a peculiar 
dispensation committed to Jolin as the last and 
greatest of the prophets—that it was neur, but not 
in, the gospel kingdom—that it gradu tly receded 
as the baptism of the Spirit approactied—that Jesus 
neither practised it, nor at any time commanded 
it—that Paul gave his voice against it—and that no 
form of words can amalgamate the two distinct, 
dissimilar, and unconnected baptisms into one bap- 
tism,—perhaps a further examination of the subjects 
may be thought superfluous. Such, however, is not 
my impression. Of the correctness of this deci- 
sion, let others determine. 

It does certainly seem astonishing, that in full 
view of the texts already cited, and a vast number 
of others, some men will yet adhere to these “ divers 
washings and carnal ordinances,” which can neither 
cleanse trom filthiness of spirit, nor make the com- 
ers thereto perfect as pertaining to the con- 
science—but it is still more preposterously absurd, 
that the very substance of Christian baptisin has 
been changed into a form of words, without having 
the power thereof. Jn [into] the name of the 
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Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit—is 
not once used as a formulary in the New-Testa- 
ment, for the consecration of water baptism. This 





assrition may surprise you and others who have 
heard so much said of positive ordinances and un- 
changeable institutions—but a careful examination 
of the written word will convince you, that the truth 
of the declaration exceeds its novelty. 

Finding that the subject bas already occtipied 
more spact than was at first intended, [will now 
turn yout attention to some passages which exhibit 
the distinctive features of Christian baptism, as 
contradistinguished from the dispensation of types 
and shadows, both in its manner and power, 

Rom. vi. 3, and onward. “™ Know ye not, that so 
many 
were baptized into his death? Therefore we are 
busied with him by baptisin into death ; [not in 
water] that Ike as Corist was raised up from the 


of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ, 


dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also 
should walk in newness of life.”—Knowing this, 
that our old man is crucified with him, that the bods 
of sin might be destroved, that henceforth we 
should not serve sin.” What is to be understood 
by being baptized into his death, and planted 
together inthe likeness of his death, is learned by 
the following : “For wm that he died, he died to sin 
once } butin that he liveth, he liveth unto Goa. 
Likewise reckon ye also yourselves to be dead 
indeed to sin, but alive unto God through Jesus 
Christ our Lord.” 

The same seals also conveyed in 1 Pet. iii. 
where, in speaking of Christ as being put to deat! 
in the flesh, but quickened by the Spirit—and reter- 
Ting td the eraht souls saved mn the ark, he says :— 
“The LiKE FIGURE Whereunto baptism doth also 
now save us, [N. B.} (not the putting away of tix 
filth of the flesh, but the answer of a good con- 
science towards God,) by the resurrection of Jesus 
Christ.” 

Paul, speaking of circumcision, Rem. ii. 
says: “tie 1s not a Jew which is one outwardiy, 
neither is that circumcision which is outward in the 
flesh ; but he is a Jew which is one inwardly, and 
circumcision is that of the heart, in the Spirit, and 
not in the letter, Whose praise 1s not of men, but of 
God.” That cwceumetsion and the dispensation of 
Jotun were both given by God, is not more evident, 


Can water baptism do this? 
oes 


~v 


than that they were both to cease at the introduc- 
tion of that more glorious dispensation to which 
they both pointed. Aw I justified in this contiu- 
Real and judge for yourself. 

This epistle might be pretracted to a much 
greater length, and illustrated by a multitude of 
seriptur® testimonies—but [ forbear. That you 
may receive the baptism of that Spirit which lead- 
#th into all truth, is the sincere wish of 

Yours in the gospel, 
JULIUS. 


sion ? 


— 
ORTHODOX FRUITS. 
Lorenzo. to recrimnate is fust.— Young 
* There ts nothing which is more likely to consti- 
Paice the foundation, or to aerelerate thr progress of 
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a grossly depraved habit, than Universalism.» 
“Why is it that the doctrine, (Universalism) o¢ 
which 1 am speaking, makes so conspicuous @ figure 
in the annals of suicide?” Spraeve’s Sermo. 


Mr. Eprror,—lIt is no pleasing business, to be 


the annalist of suicide ; but there are ocsasions 
when tt is proper to exhibit to the world the “anng/s 
of suicide” tor theit consideration and serio, 
When the sermon from which the 


reflection. 
above extracts are selected, was delivered, and such 
heavy charges urged against the doctrine of Gog’: 
grace, and an appeal made to the “annals of sj 

cide,” for substantiation, it was perfectly proper jy, 
those who were treated in such an unchiristian, and 
ungentlemanly manner, to repel the Charges, and 
appeal to the same “annals,” that the aggressor 
might be condemned out of his own mouth. [jy 

pressed with these ideas, I deem it proper to com 

municate to the public, through the columns of the 
[..quirer, two facts, in addition to those already 
ziven from the “ annals of suicide.” 

About four years since, there was a religious 
excitement in a town inthe northern part of the 
county of Worcester (Mass.) One, individual, Cap 
Jonathan Croshy, was very active, and urged oth 
ers to attend every day in the week. If any stated 
the necessity Of attending to their daily avocations. 
he would quote to them the scripture, “ Take no 
thought for the morrow,” &c. His worldly con 
cerns, for want of attention, soon became embar 
rassed, his property was taken from him, and at 
length, an officer informed him, on a certain Satur- 
day, that he must go to goal. He solicited the 
iavor of spending one more sabbath with his chiris- 
tian friends, The officer consented. In the mor 
ning he left his house to atiend meeting, in com 
pany with his wife; said he had forgotten some- 
thing, and returned to the house. 
returned after meeting, she found him dead! He 


When his wif 
had cut his throat from ear toear. This man waa 
a Calvinist, a member of the Calvinistic 
Church. 

In the easterly part of Hampshire County, (Mass. 
ibout two months since, a young man, by the nam 


and 


of Reynolds, a native of Longmeadow, who had 
been unwell a few days, cut his throat with a pen- 
kuife. The next day his Physician inquired of 
him the reason of his conduct. He informed hin 
he was a professor of Religion, and a member of 
a Calvinistic Church, that he was conscious he had 
committed many sins, that he despaired of God's 
mercy, and was confident he should be forever mis 
erable. That he thought his punishment would be 
i proportion to his sins, and that the sooner he 
died, the less he would have to endure. He there- 
fore determined to kill himself, that his punishment 
might be less, than if he lived longer, and sinned 
more. 

It may be said these men were deranged. Prob- 
ably they were; and stich is the fact, as I believe, tn 
regard to every man who destroys his life. “No 
man hateth his own flesh.” But this conduct is not 
chargeable to Universalism: In the first instance 





Calvinism did not hinder the eommission of “su! 
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cide,” and iv the latter, it is evident that this doc- 
trine drove the young man to distraction, and indu- 
eed him to lift up his hand against his own life. 
Let it be remembered that his confession was not 
made in a fit of derangement; but ata time, in the 
opinion of his physician, when he was of sound mind. 

Let Calvinists no longer condemn Universalists, 
as believing a doctrine which makes a “ conspicu- 
atts figure in the annals of suicide,” for they, who 
judge, do the same thing, and more abundantly. 

Mrs. Hamilton, who murdered her child, and 
committed suicide, at the Factory Village, in this 
town, about two weeks since, was a Methodist. 
The verdict of the Jury was, that she committed 
the act, in a fit of temporary derangement? I am 
informed, however, that previous to the horrible 
deed, she had at times been very gloomy, and tre- 
guently remarked, sie thought she had committed 
an unpardonable sin, &c. How far this operated in 
producing derangement, isa question. I am incli- 
ned to think, however, this was not the sole cause, 
for insanity is@.id to be a constitutional malady in 
the family to which she belonged. LUCIUS. 

Spring field, Mass. Oct. 27. Ibid. 

—j>— 
WHAT IS THE UTILITY OF PRAYER? 
Lord, teach us to pray. 

It appears to be the opinion of many, that prayer 
has such an operative effect on God, that it causes 
him to do things for men, which he had not before 
determined to do. This opinion is lable to some 
objections. 1. If God be unchangeable, as the 
scriptures abundantly testify, the opinion, that he is 
influenced by the prayers of men, to do that which 
he had not already determined to perform, niust be 
incorrect; for this effect implies a change in the 
purposes of God. 2 This opinion implies that 
God is not an independent being. Because, if he 
be induced by man to alter, or change his designs, 
it is clear he is, in a degree, under the influence of 
man—he is controlled by exterior objects; there- 
fore not independent. Is this the character of God ? 
5. This opinion implies a want of perfection in 
fiod. If he be induced to alter his purposes, by 
the request of man, it follows, either that be con- 
siders the plan proposed by man preferable to his 
own, or that he is willing to pursue a worse plan rath- 
er than a better. Because, if he be determined to 
pursue the best vlan, and sull gives up his own, and 
adopts that proposed by man, then it appears that 
he prefers that of man to his own, and that he 
thinks it better. But if, on the other hand, he be 
satisfied that his own plan is the best, yet still con- 
sents to adopt, instead of it, that suggested by man, 
tt appears that he is willing to pursue the poorer 
plan in preference to the better. Adopt either horn 
of this dilemma, and the consequence is not very 
much caleulated to advance the honor of God 
among men, The one would convey an idea of 
weakness of intellect—the other, a lack of good- 
ness; and both, or either, an instability of purpose. 
What then is the utility of prayer, if it de not 
affect God so far as to induce him to bestow that 


the justly celebrated Dr. Blair appear to us so cor: 
rect, that, in answer to the question stated, we shali 
quote his words. “To what purpose, it may be 
urged, is homage addressed toa Being, whose pur- 
pose is unalterably fixed; to whom our righteous- 
ness extendeth not; whom by no arguments we can 
persuade, and by no supplications we can mollify ? 
The objection would have weight, if our religious 
addresses were designed to work any alteration in 
God; either by giving him information of what he 
did not know; of by exciting affections which he 
did not possess; or by inducing him to change 
measures which he had previously formed. But 
they are only crude and imperfect notions of religion 
which can suggest such ideas. ‘The change which 
our devotions are intended to make, is upen our- 
selves, not upon the Almighty. Their chief effica- 
cy is derived from the good dispositions which thev 
raise, and cherish in the human soul. By pouring 
out pious sentiments before God, by adoring his per- 
fection, and confessing our own unworthiness, by 
expressing our dependence on bis aid, our gratitude 
for his past favors, our submission to his present 
will, or trust in his future mercy, we cultivate such 
affections as suit our place and station in the uni- 
verse, and are thereby prepared for becoming ob- 
jects of the divine grace.” “ Prayer is appointed 
to be the channel for conveying the divine grace to 
mankind, because the wisdom of Heaven saw it to 
be one of the most powerful means of improving 
the human heart.” 

It is unnecessary to say more of the utility or effi- 
cacy of prayet, as the foregoing quotation, in con- 
nexion with the remarks already made, appears to 
place the subjectin a clear light. We only exhore 
with the apostle, “that men pray every where, lift« 
ing up holy hands without wrath and doubting.” 

Ibid. 
—<p>—— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. Editor—I have read the second attack, ani 
madversion, strictures, or whatever else it may be 
called, of Amana, on Mr. Kneeland’s sermon on 
the resurrection ; and having finished it, this ques- 
tion rushed into my mind, “Is not the hand of 
Joab with thee in all this ?” (2 Sam. xiv. 19.) How 
that is, 1 cannot say; neither is it to me a matter of 
the smallest moment; yet were I to judge, I should 
say, the style and composition of this latter piece 
seems to have been the pet formance of ahand totally 
different from that of the former. O this how- 
ever I do not complain, especially as I consider the 
argument has fallen into abler hands ; o1 else, wha’ 
is equally pleasing; Amana has much nnproved 
himself by writing. This, however, by the way, ir 
not offered as any excuse for his mistakes. 

When Amana tells us that “some of Mr. K.'s 
arguments were inconclusive and defective,” 1 
should have been more pleased if he had been as 
open and candid as Honestus was with the writings 
of Paul, and that he had told us wherein they were 
thus “inconclusive and defective.” Assertions, 
without proof, are only adead weight upon you: 
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When I said, Amana “ has taken the liberty,” &c. 
We live in 


it was not stated by way of complaint. 
a land of liberty, (and happy will it be for us if we 
Jo not abuse it,) where all are at full liberty to speak, 
write, and act, as every man pleases, or as each one 
pleases (or himself, unless restrained by physical 
foree, oaly remembering that each one must abide 
for himself, as an individual, the consequence of his 
ewn words and actions. 

As Amana, as well as myself, appears to have a 
very high opinion of Mr. K., (so however, as not to 
swallow all of his opinions, right or wrong, nor 
without a fair and thorough examination,) I con- 
elude he will not be displeased to have any mistake 
corrected inte which he has fallen in consequence 
ef looking, perhaps for the first time, into this 
‘new order” in which he beholds, or thinks he 
behiolds his minister. 

Anrina says, “in all his (Christ’s) twenty years 
preaching, and teaching [Did Christ preach twenty 
years ?| he never mentions one word about caloric 
and oxygen!” Here Amana greatly mistakes. In 
Joba ti, 8, Christ does speak of both caloric, ory- 
gen, and spirit, all under the name of mvevua 
pneuma, which is once rendered wind, and once 
spirit, in the same verse. I am aware that these 
terms (ealoric and oxygen) were not then in use ; 
neither did Christ use the words wind and spirit, 
nor either of them, but pneuma, as a term 
expressive of either. Now the same properties, 
expressed by these terms, (caloric and oxygen,) 
existed then as well as now, and were made the 
subjects of discourse, then as well as now. Both 
Christ therefure and Paul, did speak of them, 
only under different names. 

But one thing must be obvious to every reader of 
reflection, viz. that Amana has undertaken to write 
ona subject concerning which he has no definite 
ideas whatever, (or at least soit appears to me :) 
and @dly,in a very important particular, he has 
totally mistaken Mr. K. 

Amana asks, “ But what sort of a Being do we 
establish as a God, on Mr. Kneeland’s hypothesis; 
namely, of caloric and oxygen? If these materials 
constitute his life, then God cannot live or be where 
they do not exist. Where man would die, God 
could not exist!” Monstrous!!! Has Mr. K. 
asserted any thing like the above ? or any thing from 
which common sense could possibly draw such a 
conclusion? Certainly not. Such misrepresen- 
tations are totally inadmissable, if not unpardona- 
ble, and only recoil with a double sting, upon the 
head of him who indulges himself in them. Any 
reader who should read the above, and who had not 
:ead the sermon, of Mr. K., there alluded to, would 
naturally conclude that Mr. K. had asserted that 
caloric and orygen constitute the life of God! Yea, I 
ask, Did not Amana, understand Mr. K. to have 
asserted as much as this, and did he not mean that 
others should so understand him? What then will be 
his astonishment, when he turns to the sermon and 
reads page 8, in answer to the question, “ What is 
that great principle of life and intelligence, which 
animates al! animated nature, and gives life and in- 
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telligence to the universe ?” Now hear his answe, 
“We do nor say that itis either caloric or ox, 
gen: but—we do sav, it is something, and, as ne 
believe, an elementary principle of real matter. 
which inheres in caloric and oxygen, is always 
present with them, is as much material as they are 
and, as we believe, is never separated from therm,’ 
Mr. Kneeland no more asserts here that God js 
caloric and exygen, or that “ these materials const) 
tute his life,” than be asserts that God is gold ani 
silver, or that these materials constitute his yf 
Neither has he asserted that God cannot exis: 
where caloric and oxygen are not; but only tha 
God is present with not only these but with al! 
other properties in nature. For again says Mr. k 

“ This principle, or substance, pervades all nature 
is present with all bodies, and fills the inunensity 0 
space. It is in this sense that itis truly said, ‘Ip 
him (God) we live, move, and have our being.’” 
Now Amana says, “This ‘principle’ does jot 
always ‘fillthe immensity of space,’ as stated by 
Mr. K., in page 8, of his work.” Agay, says Amana, 
“ This ‘priaciple’ can totally be extracted from ty 
receiver of an air pump!” Totally ridicujous! 
Amana has mistaken caloric and orygen jor |) 


principle of which Mr. K. speaks, which he say: 


not only inheres in calotic and oxygen, but “ per 
vades all nature, is present with all bodies, and fil! 
the immensity of space.” Thus Amana is groping 
in the dark im consequence of his own miistak 

What Mr. K. means by “this principle,” 
spirit, the same that Christ means when he says 
pneuma ‘o theos, God is spirit, (John iv. 24: 
and all the difference there is between Mr. K. and 
Amana, as I conceive, and as I understand then 
both, consists in one simple statement, namely 

Mr. K. says that this “great principle of life and 
intelligence, which gives hfe and intelligence te 
the universe,” (by which he must certainly mean 
God, and not caloric and orygen,) “is as much 
material as they are ;” that is, as caloric or oxygen 
But Amana holds “ that Deity is distinct from mat 

ter.” That the Deity is distinct from all that 
Amana would consider matter, may be cheerfully 
admitted ; but this is no proof that God, “in his 
essence,” is not really material. If people are dis 

posed to call the same thing by different names, |s 
it of sufficient importance as to make it a matter 0! 
disputation ? [ean hear Mr. K. speak of the realily 
of the existence of God, that he must be eithe 

something or nothing, and if something, he ts 4 
material something, because there is no difference 
between immateriality and nonentity, without dis 

turbing my peace atall. JT can still have my ows 
views of the spirituality of God, and at the same 
time believe in all that he asserts, except inthe wort! 
material, as applicable to God, to which, perhaps, 
he may attach an idea that I do not fully com- 
prehend. Neither can I comprehend what 's 
meant by an immaterial substance. If I knew 
more of matter than I do, if I was better acquainted 
with all its properties than 1 am, then, perhaps, I 
could better judge whether he is correct or N0l- 
But when I perceive that the magnetic needle pos 
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sesses a power that I cannot attempt to explain, it 
makes me modest and humble, and I should not 
dare to assert that there is No principle, or property 
in real matter, that is intelligent. Thought, i know, 
is not matter; but if the mind thinks, then the mind 
is something materially different from that of 
thought. It is not thought, but that which thinks, 
which is the intelligent part, or property, in man. 

Thus much for the material system, which, how- 
ever, is not absolutely or essentially necessary to 
Nr. K.’s hypothesis relative to the doctrine of the 
resurreetion. Yea, the latter will rest on the 
supposition that God and the soul or spirit of man 
are totally “ distinct from matter,” as well as on the 
supposition that all is material that exists. 

The scriptures, as well as the language of the 
present day, use this kind of phraseology, “my 
soul,” or “my spirit,” as well as my body, my head, 








heart, bowels, &c. The my, or the “we,” is that 
which constitutes personality, or conscious identity ; 
and may be considered something as distinct from 
the soul, or spirit, as from the body, or from any 


part thereof, 


But when mortality is contrasted with 
immortality, who would not destre the latter in pre- 
1 The intermediate time of 
sleep, of which there is no consciousness, is not 


ference to the former ? 


here taken into the account. Yet Pan! evidently 
«peaks of being put to “sleep,” as well as Mr. K.; 
and if I understood him, he was, to say the least, as 
great an advocate for the sleeping system. People 
never hesitate to goto sleep without fear or regret, 
so lorg as they believe that they shall wake again. 
Sut take away this hope, and no one in health 


’ 


would voluntarily fall * But to proceed. 


We have all the evidence that Elijah went to 


? 
asleep. 


heaven “ with his natural body,” that we have that 
he went to heaven at all: though that body might 
have been changed on the way: if he did not, what 
become of his natural body? Again. What be- 

me of the “flesh and bones” of Jesus, which “he 
Were they 
ever found by any one, or was it all an illusion ? 
And as to the meal which Christ is said to have 
eaten, after his resurrection, I say, Yes, “a meal of 


toid his disciples to see and handle ?” 


brotled fish and honeycomb,,’ for ought I can see to 
the contrary, might as well be “ taken up to heaven,” 
as for Jesus either to need or eat “ these things” 
after his resurrection. I consider the whole of the 
Ist chapter of John, as an early addition, not 
written by John, which ought to be reckoned, 
among other ledgers of the Chuich, as things alto- 
scther improbable. 
VERITAS. 
_—_——— 
CIRCULAR. 

To all the Brethren in the faith of Christ, espe- 
ctally to the Ministers and members of the Church 
of God, called Unsiversatuists, in the northern 
and eastern States, the undersigned sendeth Chris- 
tian salutation. 

Dearly beloved brethren, I think it my duty to 
give you the following information: I am a mano! 
fifty years of age, a native of the city of Philadel- 
phia. I commenced preaching about thirty years 
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ago. For ten years I travelled extensively ; having 
access to the meeting houses of most denomina- 
tions. During a period of twenty-seven years, | 
preached the popular doctrine which teaches that 
the God of Love can be angry, and though immu- 
table, can change ; also, impotent man’s powerful 
free agency ; a mighty personal Devil; a Hell of 
fire and brimstone ; and the certainty of the eternal 
burning of a great portion of intelligent beings; 
with the accompanying. colouring common to a 
pretended orthodoxy. 
the love of God, my feelings and hopes have ray 


Often while discoursing of 


counter to my faith, and in the eye of reason 
betrayed my inconsistency. I have thus spent the 
prime of my life in preaching a popular doetrine 4 
and now regret that so much of my prectous time 
has been wasted to little purpose. 

Being amember of a regular Baptist Church in 
Kentucky, and ordained Pastor of the same, and 
some of the members believing the doctrine of 
God’s universal love, I was led, in the year 1813, to 
direct my thoughts and studies more especially to 
this doctrine, and discovered evidence of its truth. 
Upwards of a year ago, however, | was providen- 
tially favoured with the perusal of Br. Ballou's 
Treatise on the atonement, some numbers of the 
New-York Gospel Herald, and Hartford Religious 
Inquirer, when a flood of divine light shone on my 
mind,and I become fully convinced of the truth of 
the glorious, and soul-cheering doctrine of univer- 
sal holmess and consequent happiness of mankind. 

I am now residing in Milledgeville, (Geo.) and 
publishing a religious paper, entitled “ The Star of 
the South ;” which, I thank God, is better received 
than I anticipated. Many persons of independent 
minds, and of good standing in society, have cour- 
age to think for themselves; although there-is a 
corresponding number of those who are diiven by 
But I am, as it were, 
only one among a multitude, and “how can they 
It may truly be said, 
* The harvest is great, but the labourers are few,” 

Towy brethren iu the ministry [ must say, Come, 
and helpus. Come! inthe name of the Lord, to the 
help of the Lord’s cause against the mighty: to the 
help of your southern brethren. The blessed Lord 
has made youa strong and numerous people in the 
North, Numerous publications, and faithful min 
isters are yours. 


their religious task masters. 


hear without a preacher?” 


Think, then, of the blessings you 
enjoy, and commisserate the less favoured condition 
of your southern brethren. Come on an errand of 
love and mercy. Money will not be your object ; 
nor spiritual power ; nor earthly fame, but a desire 
to serve your Master, and proclaim the goodness of 
his cause, and the glory of bis kingdom, to erring 
benighted man. Like Paul, confer not with flesh 
and blood. The day for exertion in your calling 
here is short, andthe night cometh when no man 
can work. Come in the faith of Him who fed 
Elisha ; believing that “bread shall be given you,” 
and that “ your water shall be sure.” 
Yours in the faith of Christ, 
MICHAEL SMITH 
Milledgeville, Georgia. 
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NICATIONS. 

We are induced to offer afew remarks on the 
frequent excommunication of persons from the 
orthodox churches, for the alleged crime of believ- 
ing in the final salvation of all mankind, from the 
perusal of a letter we recently received from a cor- 
respondent in Plattsburgh ; containing some aecount 
f the dismissal of his wife, and other persons from 
an orthodox church, for the cause above assigned. 
The lady in question became convinced of the truth 
i God, and believed in him as the Saviour of the 
world. ‘This was brought about not by hearing Uni- 
versalists preach, but by searching the Scriptures. 
We presume light from above,(not from beneath, 
lirected the vision of this searcher after uuth, to 
the teath itself. Christ said, “ Search the scrip- 
tures.” For what? What motive is assigned ? 
Ans. “They testify of me,” &c. Christ is exalted 
by the Father. He is a Prince and a Saviour. 
‘The Scriptures testify ofa Saviour. Let those who 


search the scriptures to find a destroyer, instead of 


a Saviour, have their reward! ‘They do, and wil! 
have it. They manifest their wrath, devillike, 
when they discover some one more fortunate than 
themselves, whose sincerity has been recompensed, 
and who “receive the end of their faith, the salva- 
tion of souls,” and stigmatize them; and, like the 
Pharisees of old, thrust thein out of their Syna- 
gogue! 

E-xcommunications for believing in God as the 
Saviour of all men, have become so numerous that 


we are obliged to decline publishing accounts of 


them; unless we shall resolve to appropriate the 
eeluuns of this paper almost exclusively to their 
use. We therefore conclude this article, by relating 


a short conversation we once had with an opposer of 


chis doctrine. 

A believer in endless misery lameated, in the 
heating of the editor of this paper, that Universal- 
isin was spreading, and churches erecting for propa- 
gating that erroneous doctrine. He was asked, 
He quoted, “ He that 
He that believeth not 
Very 


“What do you call gospel ? 
believeth shall be saved. 
shall be damned” This, said he, is gospel. 
well. Iam a Universalist. I believe so, and so, 
quoting a number of passages which never fail to 
make the ears of the orthodox totingle. If I be- 
lieve all this, shall I be saved, or damned? Yon 
believe too much, he retorted. Ah, I believe too 
much, you say! Well, only remember, the decla- 
ration is, “ He that believeth not, shal! be damned.” 
Not he that believeth too much ! 

The orthodox damn, or excommunicate their 
meinbers, not for not believing the Scriptures, or 
gospel, but for “believing too much.” The late 
Dr. Cumming, who was for a time the “long tom” 
of orthodoxy in this city, was extremely fortunate 
in graduating a scale which serves as an excellent 
touchstone for the connoiseur of modern holiness. 
He defined the passage to mean, “ He that believ- 
eth not at all, shall be damned.” The Doctor’s 
keen ecclesiastical eye discovered that the saint 
and the sinuer were so very alike, much and the par- 
aRion so extremely thin, that the nicest distinction 





must be observed; or in the description of z sinner 
you mistake, and give a glowing description of " 
“The truth, therefore, seems to lie b¢ 
tween.” He that believes the whole truth, and by 
that rejects the twhole, shall be damned! But the 
pious, crafty, good man, who will scull his | 

warily, and keep neither in the channel nor ou o; 
it, shall be saved for his ingenuity, we presume, 


saint. 


——— 
From the Universalist Magazine. 
STRIKING EFFECTS OF THE DOCTRIN} 
OF ENDLESS MISERY. 
(>The following letter from a Correspondent, jy, 

Provincetown, furnishes an account of a lamer 

table instance of suicide. 

Messrs, Editors—On Wednesday the 25th o; 
October, 1826, Mr. Huddy Dyer, a tnember of the 
Methodist Church and Society of this town, put ay 
end to his life by hanging himself in a schoul house 
not far from his home, by means of a skein of cot 
toa yarn. Mr. Dyer has been more or Jess diliiwu: 
since he attended a Camp-Meeting in Wellfleet, i: 
August of 1824, where and when lie pretended t 
have experienced religion, as they callit. He wa 
a believer im the doctrine, that one might outstay 
the day of grace, and this was the state of bis mi 
lor some time previous to his death: He said | 
damuation was sealed, and he knew the very n 
iment when it was done. 

Yours with respect, 

-Vovember ath, 1826. 


_—~—j——- 
CLERICAL PRESUMPTION, 

A Troy paper, entitled “The Reflector,” co; 
tains an of a declaration 
Wr. Beman, au orthodox preacher in that city, 2 
follows: 

“It is notin the power of OQmnicience to sav: 
sinners: If God Almighty himself, should enter 
this building at this moment, with both hands | 
it would be impossible for Him | 


account made by a 


of blessings, 
cleanse its inmates of their sins.” 

We only remark on the above, that it indicate 
that some of the orthodox clergy are nearly ms 

<i 

(= Mr. Tuompson has put to press, a S& 
Commentary on the Four Evangelists, desique 
the second part of the Christian Guide, which wi 


tw 
‘ 


be published in numbers, at 25 cents each, or 
dollars for the Volume, 

Tur rinst part, being a copious * Fxtropt 
TION To THE STUDY oF THE New Tesrames! 
is for sale at the office of the Gospel Herald, av: 
at the Universalist Library, 157 Bowery, pri’ 
$150. Also“ Srstematicar TaEoLoey,” pr’ 
$1: and“ Tue Unsiversanist,” price 90 cents 

—>-— 

(G> Veritas, we belive, is mistaken in hisc 
jecture. If any mischief has been dave to lie 
premises, it isthe hand of Amana, and not of 4 
that is “ with thee in all this.” Ep 
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